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i^tatratptit  nf  Spo.  ir.  Workman 

M«de  .i  the  Meeting  of  the  Board  of  Governors,  Woleyan 
Theologic»l  College,  Sept.   17th,  1907. 


Montreal,  Sept.  17th,  1907. 
To  the  Board  of  Governors  oj  the  Wesleyan  Theological  College. 
GentlbmEn: — 

Before  analysing  the  report  that  you  have  come  together 
to  consider,  and  before  answering  the  objections  to  my  teach- 
ing that  it  contains,  I  have  to  explain  to  you  why  I  was  not 
present  at  any  of  the  meetings  of  the  committee,  for  I  c?n 
^sstu'e  you  that  my  non-attendance  was  not  owing  to  any 
want  of  respect  for  the  members  of  it. 

I  appiedate  to  the  fullest  extent  the  desire  of  every  Gover- 
nor of  the  College  to  have  the  teaching  in  each  department 
evangelical  and  scriptural,  and  I  have  never  disputed  the 
authority  of  the  Board  to  appoint  the  committee  ir  question. 
I  believe  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  governing  body  ot  a  College 
to  guard  the  students,  so  far  as  possible,  from  unsound  teach- 
ing of  every  kind.  But  before  the  teaching  of  a  professor  is 
attacked,  I  think  that  evidence  of  departtwe  from  sound 
standards  should  be  obtained ;  but  in  my  case  such  a  course 
has  not  been  taken,  and  on  that  account  I  feel  myself  ag- 
grieved. 

My  grounds  of  objection  to  the  appointment  of  the  com- 
mittee are  not  those  recently  presented  to  the  Court  of  Appeal 
of  our  Church  by  a  minister  of  the  Montreal  conference.     The 


Kroiin<ls  on  which  I  ha\i'  objected  are  twofoUI.  naiiuly.  tlic 
nianner  of  its  appointnunl  and  the  purpose  o(  its  appointment. 

The  manner  of  its  ap|H)intnienl  seemed  to  me  iniethical. 
The  Hoard  did  not  proceed  to  apjxnnt  a  committee,  I  was 
authoritatively  informed,  till  after  I  had  been  falsely  ac- 
cused l)v  the  I'rincipid  of  the  College  of  lienyin);  three  funda- 
mental Christian  Doctrines.  Such  a  method  of  Retting  a 
committee  ai)i>ointed  I  considered  iinbrotherly  and  unchristian, 
and  on  thai  ground  I  could  not  consistently  haAc  attended 
anv  of  its  meetings. 

The  purpose  of  its  appointment  seemed  to  me  improper. 
I  have  never  seen  the  original  copy  of  the  motion  to  appoint 
the  committee,  though  I  think  that  a  copy  should  have  iK^en 
given  to  me;  but,  according  to  the  rules  of  procedure  adopted 
by  the  committee  when  it  met  for  organization,  inquiry  was 
to  be  made  into  the  doctrinal  views  of  Dr.  Workman."  Now 
I  am  responsible  to  this  Hoard  for  anything  I  teach  or  preach 
or  publish,  but  1  am  res(X)nsible  only  to  my  Maker  for  any- 
thing I  believe.  Therefore,  though  I  believe  nothing  about 
anv  Christian  doctrine  that  is  not  evangelical  in  the  fullest 
,eiise  of  the  term,  1  was  not  willing  to  have  my  doctrinal 
views  probed  in  the  way  the  committee  proposed.  Such  a 
cou'  .e  of  procedure  i  considered  inquisitorial  and  unreason- 
able, and  on  that  ground  I  could  not  manfully  have  attended 
any  of  its  meetings. 

But  when  the  committee  met  to  inquire  into  my  doctrinal 
views  on  the  evening  of  May  13th,  I  declined  to  appear  before 
it  for  another  reason.  Previous  to  the  organization  of  your 
committee.  I  had  instituted  a  prosecution  of  Dr.  Shaw  for 
libel,  and  the  committee  on  libel  had  already  taken  evidence 
to  be  presented  to  the  Montreal  conference ;  so  that  the  matter 
both  of  mv  teaching  and  of  Dr.  Shaw's  action  was  then  sub 
jadicc.  Hence  I  was  unwilUng  at  that  stage  to  appear  before 
any  committee  till  after  the  session  of  my  Conference  had 
been  held.  As  the  whole  case  had  been  transferred  to  another 
court  and  had  to  be  considered  by  that  court,  I  do  not  think 
the  committee  of  the  Board  should  have  e.<pected  me  to  attend 
its  meeting  on  the  1 3th  of  May. 

Then,  when  the  Secretary  of  your  committee  telephoned 
me  on  the  14th  of  June  that  he  was  arranging  for  another 
meeting.  I  decUned  to  appear  for  an  additional  reason.  The 
original  draft  of  the  settlement  clauses,  which  was  passed  by 
a  large  vote  of  the  Conference,  contained  an  item  requesting 
the  Board  of  Governors  to  proceed  no  further  with  their 
inquirv  into  mv  doctrinal  views.  The  Conference  had  heard 
my   explanation   of   the   fundamental   doctrines   I   had   been 


accused  of  dt'iiyiiiK,  and  no  nu-ntlM-r  of  it  had  challfiiKt'd  a 
sinKlv  (M)int  of  exposition.  On  tlu-  cont.ary.  most  apprt-cialivi- 
things  wtTi'  said  by  several  brethren,  to  which  I  may  liave 
occasion  Uiter  to  refer. 

On  revising  the  settlement  clauses,  the  committee  sug- 
gested the  omission  of  the  item  because  they  considered  its 
retention  was  unnecessary,  and  tliey  asked  me  if  I  had  any 
objection  to  its  omission,  and,  of  course.  I  told  them  I  liad  not. 
As  the  Conference  had  not  ((Uestioned  the  doctrinal  soundness 
of  my  teaching,  the  conciliation  connnittee  seemed  not  to 
suppose  that  the  committee  of  the  Hoard  would  tliink  of  pro- 
ceeding with  its  inquiry.  The  reconciliation  which  tlie  Con 
fercnce  tried  to  effect  was  based  on  the  supposition  that  I 
was  to  return  to  my  work  as  usual  in  the  iecture-room.  and  I 
did  not  entertain  a  single  pro]X)sition  of  the  conciliation  com 
mittee  till  after  some  of  its  members  had  urged  me  not  to 
crush  the  college  by  pressing  my  appeal. 

After  the  present  settlement  clauses  were  adopted  by  the 
Conference,  I  had  no  dream  that  your  conunittec  would  think 
of  making  any  further  inquirv  into  my  teaching;  and  I  was 
ffteatly  surprised  when  the  secretary  telephoned  me  that  he 
was  arranging  for  another  meeting.  My  friends  at  the  Con- 
ference told  me  that  the  college  needed  me,  and  that  they 
desired  me  to  stay  in  the  college;  and  in  spite  of  my  unpleasant 
experience  with  the  Prircipal.  I  assured  them  that  I  should 
go  back  and  do  th*"  best  1  could  in  the  circumstances.  I  was 
then  prepared,  and  I  am  still  prepared,  to  do  my  whole  duty 
towards  the  college  both  in  the  lecture-room  and  out  of  it. 

Those  are  my  reasons,  Gentlemen,  for  declining  to  attend 
the  meetings  of  your  committee  of  inquiry,  and  when  they 
are  carefully  considered  by  the  members  of  this  Board,  I  trust 
they  will  appear  both  reasonable  and  justifiable.  ^n  this 
connection.  I  should  tell  you  what  I  told  Dr.  Shaw  tiw  week 
before  the  Governors  met  in  April,  that  I  was  perfectly  willing 
to  meet  the  full  Board  and  explain  any  point  in  my  teaching 
that  any  member  might  wish  to  have  explained.  Sixteen 
years  ago  last  spring  I  met  the  Regents  of  Victoria  University 
in  that  way,  and  explained  my  lecture  on  Messianic  prophecy 
to  the  satisfaction  of  many  who  had  been  prejudiced  against 
it,  as  some  of  them  were  fair  enough  to  tell  me  afterwards; 
and,  had  I  been  asked  o  appear  in  a  similar  way  before  the 
Governors  of  this  college  last  April.  I  am  confident  that  the 
present  painful  situation  would  not  have  been  created. 

I  have  made  no  reference  to  the  final  meeting  of  your 
committee,  because  I  was  in  another  part  of  the  country  at 
the  time,  and  knew  nothing  about  it  till  nearly  a  week  after 


accused  of  dt'iiyins,  and  no  int-nilHr  ()f  it  had  challfiiKcd  a 
sin};lc  |H)int  of  exposition.  On  the  cont.ary.  most  appreciative 
things  were  said  by  several  brethren,  to  which  I  may  liave 
occasion  later  lo  refer. 

On  revising  the  settlement  clauses,  the  committee  sug- 
gested the  omission  of  the  item  becaiisi-  they  considered  its 
retention  was  unnecessary,  and  they  asked  me  if  I  had  any 
objection  to  its  omissitm.  and,  of  course,  I  told  them  I  had  not. 
As  the  Conference  had  not  <(Uestioned  the  {loctrinal  soinidness 
of  my  teaching,  the  concihation  connnittee  seemed  not  to 
suppose  that  the  committee  of  the  Hoard  would  tliink  of  pro- 
ceeding with  its  inquiry.  The  reconciliation  which  the  Con* 
ference  tried  to  effect  was  based  on  the  supposition  that  I 
was  to  return  to  my  work  as  usual  in  the  lecture-room,  and  I 
did  not  entertain  a  single  pro]K)sition  of  the  conciliation  com 
mittce  till  after  some  of  its  members  had  urged  me  not  to 
crush  the  college  by  pressing  my  appeal. 

After  the  present  settlement  clauses  were  adopted  by  the 
Conference,  I  had  no  dream  that  your  committee  would  think 
of  making  any  further  inquirv  into  my  teaching;  and  I  was 
greatly  surprised  when  the  secretary  telephoned  me  that  he 
was  arranging  for  another  meeting.  My  friends  at  the  Con- 
ference told  me  that  the  college  needed  me,  and  that  they 
desired  me  to  stay  in  the  college;  and  in  spite  of  my  unpleasant 
experience  with  the  Principal,  I  assured  them  that  I  should 
go  back  and  do  th*"  best  I  could  in  the  circumstances.  I  was 
then  prepared,  and  I  am  still  prepared,  to  do  my  whole  duty 
towards  the  college  both  in  the  lecture-room  and  out  of  it. 

Those  are  my  reasons,  Gentlemen,  for  declining  to  attend 
the  meetings  of  your  committee  of  inquiry,  and  when  they 
are  carefully  considered  by  the  members  of  this  Board,  I  trust 
they  will  appear  both  reasonable  and  justifiable.  'n  this 
connection.  I  should  tell  you  what  I  told  Dr.  Shaw  thi-  week 
before  the  Cjovernors  met  in  April,  that  1  was  perfectly  willing 
to  meet  the  full  Board  and  explain  any  point  in  my  teaching 
that  any  member  might  wish  to  have  explained.  Sixteen 
years  ago  last  spring  I  met  the  Regents  of  Victoria  University 
in  that  way,  and  explained  my  lecture  on  Messianic  prophecy 
to  the  satisfaction  of  many  who  had  been  prejudiced  against 
it,  as  some  of  them  were  fair  enough  to  tell  me  afterwards; 
and,  had  I  been  asked  o  appear  in  a  similar  way  before  the 
Governors  of  this  college  last  April,  I  am  confident  that  the 
present  painful  situation  would  not  have  been  created. 

I  have  made  no  reference  to  the  final  meeting  of  your 


It  liad  takin  pluci-.  After  the  action  of  the  Montreal  con- 
firincf,  howiMT,  I  ilo  not  tliink  I  slionlH  tiavi-  Ix-t-n  asked 
a((ain  to  apiH'iir  iH'fore  voiir  committw.  livery  queiition  it 
was  apix)inle(l  to  investiKate  Imd  Ixen  th<>roii({hlv  considered 
by  my  ministerial  brethren,  and  not  one  of  tliem  had  impeached 
my  evanRelieal  ,>rth«|.)xy  on  a  single  point.  Mv  explanation 
ot  fundamental  doctrines  was  read  a  couple  of  times  at  Con- 
ference, and  sul)«()uent  to  the  adoption  of  the  settlement 
clauws,  I  received  desires  ir  re(|uests  from  one  brother  after 
anotlier  to  return  to  mv  work  in  the  college;  .md,  with  vour 
cvj  opi-ration  and  rontinued  support,  I  shall  do  all  that  lies  in 
my  power  to  lea.i  the  students  in  mv  department  to  a  proper 
understandins  of  the  subjects  i  have  l)een  engajfec:  to  teacli 
Coming  now  to  the  report  of  vour  committee,  I  mav  say 
that  I  am  amazed  at  it.  The  evening  I  returned  fro.n  thi> 
west,  I  looked  through  its  pages  with  astonishment,  a....  I 
have  been  astonished  ever  since.  Not  that  I  feel  the  least 
cmbarra.ssment  in  dealing  with  it,  nor  that  I  have  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  discussing  the  substance  of  it ;  but  I  am  pa-'ied 
and  surprised  at  both  its  form  and  its  cont-nt,  tj,  f^^  „„ 
less  than  its  contents,  is  most  unfair;  and  I  thinK  that  any 
man  invested  with  authoritv  to  administer  justice  would  pro- 
nounce It  most  unfair. 

Its  form  is  unfair  in  that  those  who  prepared  it  have  read 
into  my  words  meanings  that  I  do  not  intend,  and  hrvc  put 
CTUstructioi,  m  them  that  are  whollv  foreign  to  mv  thought 
In  nearly  every  ;<aragraph  I  fmd  suggestions  and  insinuations 
that  are  not  only  used  to  my  disadvantage,  but  are  also  used 
in  such  a  way  as  to  prejudice  all  who  read  them  against  me 
Js  that,  I  ask,  impartial  or  judicial.'  I  thought  that  the 
purpose  of  an  investigating  committee  was  to  collect  facts 
not  to  comment  on  them,  aid  especially  not  to  comment 
prejudicially  to  the  case  investi,;atcd. 

Its  contents  are  unfair  in  that  those  who  prepared  it  have 
g.ouped  together  scraps  of  irrelevant  matter,  gathered  from 
various  sources,  that  are  either  falselv  reported  or  falsely 
colored,  or  both.  Instead  of  quoting  fairly  from  the  evidence 
that  I  gave  to  the  I.ibel  committee  and  that  was  twice  read  at 
the  Confer^',ce,  they  have  printed  snatches  of  conversations 
that  are  false  to  what  I  said,  and  have  taken  fragments  of  my 
evidence  out  of  their  connection  and  insetted  them  here  and 
there  in  such  a  manner  as  to  produce  a  osul  impression  Is 
that,  I  ask,  brotherly  or  Christian?  I  should  have  expected 
that  the  committee  would  have  presented  a  calm  and  dis- 
passionate statrment  of  facts,  but  I  find  that  the  report  con- 
tains not  simply  false  statements,  but  false  comparisons  and 
false  inferences. 
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TakitiK  tin  (IcK'triiidl  suliiicts  up  in  I  lie  ordir  in  which 
thiy  urr  iirraiiRed  in  thi-  rtport.  I  shall  mi.l  to  trial  each  sub 
Jict  by  ilsilf,  answering  the  ohirelions  and  corrcrtitiif  thi- 
misconceptions  as  I  procwcl.  When  I  have  analysed  the 
whole  rejiort,  1  shall  jjive  yon  a  brief  eonstructive  staleiiient 
of  what  I  teach  concerning  each  of  the  rloctrinis  litre  dis- 
cussed. I  should  like,  however,  to  read  inv  coinniunication  to 
the  end  Iwfore  answering  anv  (piestion  ;  lint  after  1  Ivive 
linishetl  readinj;  it,  I  shall  be  readv  to  ..nsv.cr  any  (|uestio,. 
that  fairly  bears  on  any  ..f  these  subjects.  J'.honld  I  be  asked 
to  explaiii  myself  on  any  doctrinal  |)oinl,  I  musi  re.;uest  that 
the  <|uisti<ms  be  taken  down  in  writing'  and  that  niv  ans'-'ers 
be  recorded  in  the  minutes. 

Tin;  (Jri!sTici\-  ov  Mir,\ci,i:s. 

This  section  contains  four  false  statements,  two  of 
which  are  false  to  the  subject  and  two  false  to  the  facts. 
The  first  (|uotation  is  taken  from  mv  discussion  of  Ntes- 
sianic  prophecy,  and  is  used  in  an  utterlv  unfair  wav. 
Prediction  is  not  'the  most  important  factor  in  Old  Tes- 
tament prophecy."  and  any  gr)od  standard  work  would 
have  so  informed  the  committee.  The  Imperial  Bible 
nictionary  says,  for  inslanee,  that  in  all  communications 
from  (led  to  man  two  elements  mav  be  traied,  the  moral  and 
the  predictive;  but  that  "the  moral  element  is  the  fundamental, 
to  which  the  prcdictiv  \  always  subsidiarv";  and  the 
moral  element  is  tiie  eli .  iit  of  inslructicm,  not  prediction. 
As  prediction  in  prophecy  is  r.ot  now  rcRarded  as  the  most  impor- 
tant factor,  so  prediction  in  Scripture  is  not  now  rcRarded  as 
"a  miracle  of  knowledge."  It  used  to  be  said  that  every 
conversion  was  a  miracle  of  grace,  but  that  was  onlv  a  [lopula'r 
way  of  speaking.  There  is  a  supernatural  element' in  Biblical 
prediction,  just  as  there  is  a  supernatural  element  in  Kvan- 
gelical  conversion;  but  the  one  was  no  more  miraculous  than 
the  other  is,  and  all  competent  teachers  will  tell  vou  so  But. 
I  shall  not  dwell  on  this  jjoint.  Mv  view  of  prophecv  was 
vindicated  many  years  ago  bv  Principal  Grant,  Principal 
Scrimger,  Professor  Terry,  Chancellor  Burwash,  and  the 
leading  scholars  of  this  continent ;  and  that  fact  was  i.ioroughly 
iinderstood  by  you  at  the  time  of  mv  uppointm^nt  to  the 
Chair  of  Old  Testament  Exegesis  and  Literature  in  this  college. 
The  first  sentence  in  the  next  y  ragraph  is  false.  I  do 
not  regard  the  account  oi"  the  Virgin  Bu  th  of  Jesus  as  ■  a  myth," 
and  I  am  nowhere  on  record  to  that  effect.  I  told  the'Con- 
fere'ice  that  1  had  long  regarded  the  account  as  traditional, 
but  that  is  a  very  different  thing  from  regarding  it  as  a  myth. 


L'aiiiin  I'ruiiiuntli'.  tlii'  llisliop  iif  I<i|»iii.  and  virv  iiiuin  (illiir 
soluiliirs  ili>  niit  riiiard  the  aivciiint  as  iiii  iirii;inal  part  ol  Chris 
lianity;  aixl  I  liolil  iliat  it  iN  Ihi-  .liily  "f  Christian  scholars  to 
ditirmiiic  how  far  thr  arcoitnt  is  tra<hlioiial,  anil  how  far  it 
is  historiial.  Hut  thiin);h  I  told  Ihi-  ConfiTtiuc.  I  ilid  not  It'll 
tny  sttidrnts  what  I  lH-lit'\f,  To  show  noii  how  Kiiardi-dly  I 
taught  my  stmlinls  Iwii  yc  irs  a^o  this  fall,  whiti  takiiiu  thVm 
Ihronijh  llii'  C.osikI  of  John,  1  niav  riad  the  paragraph  I  Ihrn 
dictatt'd  to  thf  class:  "The  fact  that  Jesus  is  mentioned  so 
often  as  the  son  of  Josiph  and  the  fact  that  the  lineage  of 
Jestis  seems  to  Ix'  cimnecteil  with  Joseph  have  hel|X'd,  along 
with  other  coiisicU rations,  to  lea<l'  many  Christian  teachers 
anil  scholars  to  ri^ard  the  aecoimts  of  the  liirili  of  Jesus  in 
.Matthew  and  I.iike  as  iHin);  no  [lart  of  original  Christianitv. 
S'loiild  it  he  pro\ed  that  these  accounts  are  traditional  and 
111  historical,  the  value  of  the  C.ospel  of  Christ  wmdil  not  he 
lessened  in  the  least,  nor  would  its  virtue  as  a  livinj;  force  lx> 
i->  any  way  impaired,  NothinK  can  impair  the  inlUieiice  of 
the  C.ospel  as  a  vital  spiritual  force  "  C.entlemen,  the  ipiestion 
of  the  Virgin  Birth  is  a(;itatin){  the  minds  of  Christian  nun  in 
all  parts  of  the  world.  All  teachers  of  the  New  Testament 
must  deal  with  it.  By  very  many  teacners  belief  in  the 
account  is  utterly  discarded.  I  had  to  deal  with  the  (|uestion 
in  my  linglish  Bible  class,  anil  I  dealt  with  it  as  KUariledIv 
and  reverently  as  I  was  capable.  I  ask'  vou  carefully  tii 
notice  that  fad  in  considering  this  report. 

The  second  sentence  in  the  same  paragraph  also  is  false, 
I  did  not  state  my  ■full  agreement  with  the  positions  taken 
by  Professor  .McBride"  in  his  pajv-r  at  the  Theological  con- 
ference last  January.  That  statement  is  absolutely  false. 
After  the  reading  of  his  paiier.  which  had  been  verv  carefully 
prepared.  I  expressed  my  interest  in  it  and  mv  plea.surc  at 
hearing  it,  as  was  my  perfect  right:  but  I  did  not  express  any 
opmion  alM)ut  his  treatment  of  miracles.  He  did  not  deiil 
with  the  subject  at  all  in  the  way  that  I  should  have  dealt 
with  It,  but  .some  parts  of  his  paper  pleased  me  verv  much. 
Professor  .McBride  is  an  eminent  scientist  and  a  member  of  the 
Presbyterian  Church,  and  I  think  it  is  a  shameful  thing  to 
represent  me  as  doing  what  I  did  not  do  and  could  not 
conscientiously  have  done.  In  like  manner  I  consider  the 
insinuation  in  the  next  paragraph,  "that  I)r,  Workman  agrees 
with  the  rationalistic  position  which  seeks  to  eliminate  e\ery 
supernatural  element  in  th-  Scriptures  "  a  shameful  one, 
and  one  which  I  considir  too  unworthy  to  discuss,  I  ^land 
for  the  supernatural  element  in  the  Scriptures  as  firmly  as 
any  other  teacher  in  the  Church  of  Christ, 


TirH   Hul.V  StKIPTUiHUS 

This  sirliiin  iimtiiins  llin-f  falsf  stuliiimiK  1  cliil  nut 
say  thai  tin-  (Uilaraliiin  of  tin-  llaplist.  'HilKild  tlir  l.aiiil>  of 
C.imI,  whirli  lakilh  awav  :'m-  ^ill  iif  tin-  w.irlrl'  liail  iin  plan- 
until  till-  M-iiinil  rtnlnrv  Tlir  stati'tmnt  is  ullirlV  lalsf,  and 
I  iiurirlid  it  in  llu'  I.ilul  icimniittir  My  nirriTliiin  a)  ars 
siihslantiallv  in  tlii'  iiixl  sintcmi-  iil'  this  jiaruKrapli,  and  llial 
fact  makes  lh(  ri'pitilion  of  tlir  falsiliooil  tlic  inori-  siKniliiant 
What  I  did  sav  was.  "Thiri'  is  no  reason  to  I  liivc  that  it 
(the  expression)  rtas  in  use  at  the  l)e|{innin){  of  Cl''vl's  Minis- 
try, Imt  that  it  eanie  into  use  some  time  after  lii  liath.  |Kr 
haps  in  tlie  lime  of  Paul  " 

Nor  do  I,  by  so  sta.int;,  sniwtanliallv  denv  the  reliahilitv 
of  the  I'onrth  (".os|k1  jesiis  was  the  l.amli  iif  Cod  in  the 
sense  the  (iosikI  teaches,  no  matter  »  •  n  the  deelaraiion  was 
made;  hut  most  Christian  siliiilars  to  ..v  do  not  believe  that 
he  was  regarded  in  that  li^ht  at  the  verv  bejjinniiiK  of  his 
Ministry.  Several  years  lufore  he  died.  I'nJfessor  .\.  H  Bruce, 
ime  of  our  Krcatesl  authorities,  iibsened.  "Words  are  i  .it  into 
the  mouth  of  the  Baptist  concerninj;  Jesus,  at  the  eon.metice- 
ment  of  his  public  career,  which  express  a  develom'd  diHtrine 
concerniuK  the  significance  of  his  ileath.  such  as  we  ;pivt  to 
find  in  a  Pauline  epistle." 

Neither  do  I,  as  the  report  sURtfests.  practicallv  denv  the 
genuineness  of  the  Fourth  C'.ospel.  In  conimoii  with  other 
critical  teachers,  I  h..,e  simply  tried  to  ex'liibit  its  true  char- 
acter. In  a  volume  published  since  his  article  in  Hastings' 
Dictionary  was  printed.  Dr.  Sanday,  who  is  a  competent  but 
conservative  critic,  declares  that  a  (losixl  'vritten  so  long  as 
this  was  after  the  events  narrated,  ma>-  not  be  historically 
accurate  at  every  point.  "I  do  not  lioncstlv  believe,"  he 
says,  "that  everything  happened  exactly  as  it  is  re|)Orted." 
That.  Clentlenien.  is  what  I  taiiKht  my  students,  and  it  is  a 
very  moderate  and  guarded  statement,  and  one  which  it  was 
my  duty  as  a  teacher  of  the  luiglish  Bible  to  give. 

In  the  next  paragraph  the  report  suggests  that  Dr.  Bur- 
wash  has  joined  issue  with  me  in  his  review  of  my  new  work 
on  "Tile  Servant  of  Jehovah";  but  that  suggestion  also  is 
false.  According  to  an  article  printed  in  the  .Methodist  (Quar- 
terly for  April.  iSq2.  Dr.  Burwash  believes  that  "if  the  Servant 
is  a  historical  person,  a  leader  of  the  |Hoplc  from  the  Captivity, 
then  we  naturally  turn  to  the  first  leaders  of  the  returning 
captivity,  Zcrubbabel  and  Jcshua".  . .  "It  thus  seems  at  least 
possible."  he  says,  "that  the  idea  of  the  personal  servant  in 
Deutero-Isaiah  finds  its  historical  attachment  in  Zerubbabel; 


but  this  does  not  exclude  a  more  perfect  realization  in  the 
future.  "Now  1  teach  that  the  Servant  in  Deutero-Isaiah  was 
not  Zerubbabel,  but  the  Jewish  Church  in  Babylon.  In  the 
matter  of  interpretation  I  do  not  agree  with  Dr.  Burwash, 
I  but  I  do  agree  with  him  in  regard  to  a  more  perfect  reaUzation 

of  the  conception  in  the  future;  and  I  accept  his  declaration 
that  the  historic  culmination  of  the  prophet's  vision  is  to  be 
found  only  in  Christ.  Speaking  of  its  historic  culmination,  I 
distinctly  say,  "Jesus  reaUzed  the  spiritual  content  of  the  idea 
as  no  one  else  has.  He  was  not  only  the  lineal  descendant  of 
the  national  Servant,  but  also  the  spiritual  embodiment  and 
the  perfect  representative  of  it."  In  the  same  chapter  I  have 
also  said  that,  while  most  Christian  scholars  have  erred  in 
not  seeking  the  historic  meaning  of  the  prophecv,  "they  have 
not  erred  in  finding  in  Jesus  of  Nazareth  the  perfect  reaUza- 
tion of  its  spiritual  conceptions." 

As  those  who  prepared  the  report  haw  taken  the  trouble 
to  quote  from  Dr.  IJurwash's  review  of  my  book,  let  me  quote 
some  opinions  from  other  Methodist  reviewers.  After  refer- 
ring to  my  view  that  the  Servant  is  the  Jewish  Church,  the 
reviewer  in  the  Methodist  Recorder  says  thpt  while  "on  some 
details  students  may  differ  from  the  author,  they  will  always 
learn  from  him.  They  will  also,  we  think,  agree  that  Dr. 
Workman  is  successful  in  accounting  for  the  New  Testament 
references."  After  mentioning  the  importance  of  the  volume 
and  after  approving  my  statement  that  vicarious  suffering  is 
participative,  not  s'ubstitutionary,  and  that  the  prophets  do 
not  epresent  Jehovah  as  needing  to  be  appeased,  because 
reconciliation  originates  with  God,  not  man;  the  Methodist 
Times  speaks  of  the  work  in  the  following  terms: — "His 
exposition  is  convincing,  and  the  whole  book  is  a  model  of 
clear  thinking  and  lucid  statement."  The  tenth  of  June  last, 
I  received  the  following  letter  written  spontaneously  by  Pro- 
fessor Terry,  the  leading  Methodist  exegete  on  this  continent : — 
"Having  all  yesterday  and  the  most  of  two  previous  days  at 
command,  I  gave  them  to  reading  vour  book.  Once  started, 
I  could  not  stop  until  I  had  finished!  Vou  have  done  a  splen- 
did piece  of  work,  and  have  added  to  our  real  treasures  of  clear, 
sound,  historico-critical  exegesis  of  the  Old  Testament.  Your 
arguments  are  in  my  judgment  unanswerable.  I  have  long 
since  found  myself  compelled  to  the  same  conclusioils  by  the 
facts  which  you  array  so  convincingly.  In  my  '  Biblical 
Dogmatics,'  just  issued,  I  have  made  use'of  'the  great  passion- 
prophecy.'  and  have  taken  pains  to  indicate  that  the  collective 
concept  of  'the  Servant'  does  not  at  all  interfere  with  a  definite 
and  sound  use  of  the  passage  in  showing  the  true  doctrine  of 


vicarious  suffering.  Not  our  Clirist  only,  but  the  righteous 
IsraeHte  of  every  ajjc,  is  a  voluntary,  submissive  sufferer 
according  to  God's  holy  and  loving  order.  Has  not  the  trving 
discipline,  to  which  you  allude  in  your  Preface,  been  in  your 
own  personal  experience  a  partaking  of  the  sufferings'  com- 
mon to  every  loyal  servant  of  the  everlasting  Father?  " 

These  quotations  are  here  inserted  not  simply  to  offset 
the  remarks  made  by  Dr.  Burwash  in  his  review  of  my  book, 
but  to  show  that  my  e.Negotical  work  is  endorsed  by  eminent 
Methodist  authorities,  as  well  as  by  competent  critical  scholars 
whose  encouraging  and  appreciative  reviews  I  might  also  quote. 
Hence  I  shall  not  discuss  the  mean  insinuation  with  which  this 
section  closes,  that  my  teaching  undermines  the  authority  of 
the  Scriptures  as  taught  by  the  standards  of  the  Methodist 
Church,  because  I  think  it  is  unworthy  and  unchristian.  If 
the  events  recorded  in  John's  Oospel  are  not  historicallv  accu- 
rate, I  am  no  more  responsible  for  the  inaccuracy  than  Dr. 
Sanday  is;  and  if  he  does  not  undermine  the  authority  of  the 
Scriptures  when  he  declares  his  disbelief  that  everything  hap- 
pened exactly  as  it  is  reported,  no  more  do  I  when  I  call  atten- 
tion to  a  fact  which  all  modem  scholars  recognize.  The  his- 
toricity of  any  part  of  Scripture  must  be  determined  bv  in- 
istigation,  and  critical  investigation  will  continue  to  take 
place  until  a  general  concensus  of  opinion  has  been  reached. 

The  Trinity. 

This  section  contains  one  false  statement  and  several 
mean  insinuations.  I  am  reported'  as  having  said  that  "I  do 
not  believe  in  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  at  least  in  the  term." 
That  statement  is  unqualifiedly  false.'  It  was  made  before 
the  Libel  committee  and  I  then  corrected  it;  but,  like  some 
other  corrections  that  I  made,  my  answer  was  not  recorded 
by  the  Secretary.  Though  I  do  not  recall  the  occasion,  I  may 
have  said  to  Dr.  Shaw,  as  I  have  often  said  to  others,  that  I 
do  not  like  the  terms  "Trinitarian"  and  "Unitarian",  because 
thev  stand  for  controversies— controversies  which  have 
divided  the  Church  of  Christ  for  nearly  sixteen  centuries,  and 
which  would  never  have  arisen  but  for  the  introduction  of  a 
strange  philosophy  into  the  study  of  Christian  Doctrine.  I 
declare  solemnly,  however,  that  I  have  never  at  any  period 
of  my  life  denied  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, ha\e  always  maintained  that  the  doctrine  as  set  forth 
in  Scripture  is  a  beautiful  doctrine. 

With  reference  to  the  person  of  our  Lord,  I  may  tell  you 
that  I  believe  in  either  the  divinity  or  the  deity  of  Jesus  as 
taught  in  the  .\ew  Testament ;  and  that  I  accept  every  authen- 
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tic  statement  made  about  Him  by  the  Apostles  in  its  true 
critical  signification.  When  I  said  in  convorsatinn  many 
months  ago  that  1  did  not  like  some  parts  of  the  Tc  Pciini, 
1  referred  particularly  to  the  verse  which  reads,  "When  thou 
tookcst  upon  the:-  to  di'liver  man,  thou  didst  not  abhor,"  etc., 
I  objected  to  the  si.igin;^  of  those  words  on  the  ground  of  their 
indelicacy,  as  I  told  the  members  of  the  Libel  committee;  and 
I  am  on  reco,-d  as  having  said.  "I  object  to  the  7'e  Daim  from 
the  standpoint  of  delicacy  rather  than  that  of  theological 
teaching." 

So  far  as  the  terms,  "theiotes"  and  "thcotes, "  arc  con- 
cerned, I  may  tell  you  what  I  intended  to  tell  the  Conference, 
had  I  argued  my  appeal,  that  they  are  synonyms.  In  th;; 
Classical  Lexicon,  the  former  is  defined  as  "divine  nature, 
divinity" :  and  the  latter  is  defined  as  '  'divinity,  divine  nature." 
It  was  He/a  in  the  sixteenth  century  who  undertook  to  make 
a  distinction  between  them.  He  remarks  that  the  heresy  of 
the  Kutychians,  or  followers  of  Kutychcs  in  the  fifth  century, 
who  ascribed  to  Christ  a  divine  nature  only,  compels  us  to 
desynonymize  them;  so  he  made  the  former  signify  divinity, 
and  the  latter  essential  deity^  His  attempt  to  desynonymiz:' 
those  terms,  however,  has  kept  scholars  since  his  time  from 
seeing  the  true  relation  between  them  as  they  occur  in  the 
Scriptures.  In  Romans  i  :  20.  "theiotes"  is  used  of  the  mani- 
festation of  God  in  creation,  but  in  Colossians  2  ;  q,  "theotes" 
is  used  of  the  manifestation  of  Ood  in  Christ.  Thus  the  one 
denotes  deity  or  divinity  manifested  in  material  nature;  the 
ether  denotes  deity  or  divinity  manifested  in  personal  character. 
The  two  together  express  the  complete  revelation  of  God  in 
his  world  and  in  his  Son. 

The  insinuations  in  regard  to  Unitarianism  and  Sabellian- 
ism  I  repudiate  as  unworthy.  I  am  neither  a  Unitarian  nor  a 
Sabellian,  nor  am  I  a  Modal  Trinitarian,  though  Archbishop 
W'hately  was,  and  so  was  Dr.  Adam  Clarke.  The  early  Chris- 
tian theologians  expressed  the  doctrine  of  the  Trinity  in  terms 
of  philosophy,  whereas  the  Apostles  expressed  the  doctrine  in 
terms  of  experience.  Take,  for  instance,  the  benediction  in 
II.  Corinthians,  13  :  14,  "The  grace  of  the  Lord  Jesus  Christ, 
and  the  love  of  God,  and  the  communion  of  the  Holy  Ghost, 
be  with  you  all."  I  believe  with  all  true  Trinitarians  that  the 
combination  and  distinctions  of  this  benediction  can  be  satis- 
factorily explained  only  by  the  doctrine  of  an  essential  Trinity. 
No  other  theologian  has  quite  so  nearly  expressed  my  view  as 
has  Professor  Terry,  the  Methodist  theologian,  in  his  recent 
work  on  "Biblical  Togmatics,"  to  which  I  have  already 
referred. 
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His  wliolt-  parasrapli  is  woitli  reproducing,  but  I  (|uctc 
only  such  parts  ot  it  as  will  clearly  express  his  view,  and  what 
I  consider  a  true  Scriptural  view.  '  ■  We  conceive  the  personalitv 
of  God  to  be  like  that  of  man.  and  herein  we  reeogiiize  the 
image  and  glory  of  (lod  in  which  man  exists  and  was  originally 
made.  That  this  trinal  personality  of  Cod  is  something  ini- 
measurably  more  than  that  of  man  should  be  assumed,  since 
onmisciencc.  omnipotence  and  omnisenticnce  must  needs 
transcend  all  human  knowledge.  It  is  to  be  observed  also 
that  in  the  trinity  of  Father,  Son,  and  Holy  Spirit,  each  of 
these  essentials  of  personality  is  manifest.  The  Holv  Spirit  i.i 
the  Spirit  of  wisdom  and  of  power  by  whose  di\lne  ministra- 
tions the  love  of  God  is  shed  abroad  in  the  hearts  of  men. 
Jesus  Christ,  the  Son  of  God.  is  the  manifested  wisdom  of  God 
and  the  power  of  God.  and  his  mission  of  divine  mediation  is 
the  supreme  demonstration  of  the  love  of  God :  and  the  love 
of  the  father,  the  wisdom  and  the  knowledge  of  God  and  his 
everlasting  power  and  divinity  are  everywhere  extolled  in  the 
Biblical  revelation.  Besides  all  this,  it  may.  perhaps,  be 
truthfully  affirmed  that  in  some  deeper  sense  the  everlasting 
Father  is  pre-eminently  the  Almighty;  the  eternal  Word  or 
Son  of  the  Father  is  the  rcvealer  of  all  heavenly  wisdom ;  and 
the  eternal  Spirit  fills  our  fullest  and  richest  concept  of  the 
all-pervading  omniseiitience  of  God.  .  .  .  lien  mav  never  be 
able  to  resolve  the  difficulties  of  the  Trinity  as  they  have  been 
magnified  by  the  polemics  of  centuries:  but  if  we  turn  our 
thought  to  the  trinal  unity  of  every  noimal  human  personality, 
and  keep  in  mind  that  man  exists  in  the  image  and  glorv  of 
God,  we  shall  be  able  the  better  to  worship  the  Father,  the 
Son,  and  the  Holy  Spirit,  and  at  the  same  time  behold  and 
believe  that  the  Spirit  and  the  Son  of  his  love  are  truly  one 
with  the  Father,  essential  and  inseparable  in  the  divine  per- 
sonality, and  evermore  revealing  the  nature  of  the  everlasting 
Father." 

The  Doctrine  of  Sin. 

Besides  containing  a  most  offensive  insinuation,  this  sec- 
tion contains  at  least  one  inaccurate  statement,  or  incorrect 
assertion,  and  the  reference  to  what  I  stated  in  the  General 
Conference  last  fall  is  most  unfair.  What  I  said  in  my  evi 
dence  before  the  Libel  committee  is,  "that  all  men  are  born 
innocent,  that  all  Christian  children  are  born  in  Christ,  and 
that  they  are  all  members  of  the  kingdom  of  heaven  at  birth ; 
in  other  words,  that  all  children  are  bom  in  the  image  of  God, 
as  the  editor  of  the  Sunday  School  Times  said  a  few  weeks 
since."     The  term  Sin  is  derived  from  a  Latin  word  signifying 


Kuilty_      Sin,  therefore,  denotes  guilt,  and  implies  a  moral  act. 
For  that  reason.  1  do  rot  think  it  fair  to  sp*ak  of  men  who 

rL^^Zu"  '^"■^^""^  ?"''  °'  P""'  P^""^^  "^  ^^"S  bom  in  sin. 
Vltl  ",  '^"^  P°'"'  *K*'""^'  ";^'<^h  I  protested  on  the  floor  of  the 
'^^Z  Conference  ^uwn  the  statement  in  the  ritual  was  under 
cons  deration,  and  not  only  did  certain  brethren,  both  ministers 
and  laymen,  come  to  express  their  appreciation  of  what  I  said 
but  a  good  manv  of  the  delegates  also  supported  mv  proposal! 
When  1  told  my  brethren  at  the  Conference  that  the 
narrative  in  Oenesis  says  nothing  about  anv  curse  having  been 
pronounced  upon  his  posterity  bv  the  sin  of  Adam,  I  sup 
ported  my  assertion  by  a  declaration  from  Dr.  Chalmers   who 

S".r  ,"'%'?.'""  ^'.^ifi^«"t  f««.  ^nd  who.  referring  to  the 
third  chapter  of  Genesis,  stated  in  his  •Institutes  of  Thiologv  ■ 
more  than  fifty  years  ago.  -It  is  not  there  said  that  Adams 
first  sin  entailed  a  sinfulness,  not  only  on  himself,  but  on  all 
the  iSr^in  r  The  description  of  my  view  of  sin  as  that  of 
the  lelagians  I  consider  unworthy,  and  I  decline  to  discuss  it 

ta?S  ttT.tlJ'  *'''". -V"*,^'"-  °f  ""^  ra^cipline  expliSjy 
states  that  It  was  intended  to  correct  the  teaching  of  the 
Pelagians  who,  among  other  things,  denied  the  dortrine  of 
origina  sin.  But  I  do  not  deny  that  doctrine,  nor  havelever 
denied  it.  Though  I  do  not  like  the  expression  'Original  s'n' 
because  it  is  unscnptural.  as  I  told  the  members  of  mv  Con- 

nThe''s.n'r-\"'''T'i  "'^  •'"^'""'^  ^'  f""v  =>«  a"V  man 
in  the  sense  of  inhented  depravity,   or  inherited  tendencies 

The  Atonement. 

This  statement  contains  so  i.ianv  unfair  suggestions  and 
insinuations  that  I  think   I  can   besi  answer  them  bv  sum 

Thiec?^  Tif  r"*™""  *"'  ""^  ^^^0  ^t  Conference  on  the 
subject.  Ihe  term  atonement  occurs  onlv  once  in  the  Author- 
ized \  ersion,  and  not  at  all  in  the  Revised  Version,  of  the  N-w 

bv  the' Revis  ''°rr  \  '  ''.'"^  °"«'"'^'  '^  "Shily  rendered 
D\   ttie  KcMsi  Through  whom  we  have  now  received  the 

reconciliation.       Atonement,  or  at-one-ment,  therefore    is  re- 

w°th  rhaT^f^^t""  t  '""r"'"-"  T^'  "^  ^"P"''"^'^  '"  acco'rdance 
TnH  \WT  f-  "'"^^-^  "■'''''■  '"  hormonv  with  both  Old 
of  fheriKi  r™'  ^^'^"P'"'"  '*""  f«'-Siveness  is  an  attribute 
when  *V"7''"f  "■■"  ^"'1  that  God  forgives  men,  gratuitously, 
when  they  turn  from  sm  to  righteousness  and  unite  them- 
ri^n,.!"-  "r  •?"''■     '^^'  spontaneousness  of  divine  for- 

giveness IS  explicitly  taught  in  Deutero- Isaiah,  as  a  reference 
°  '^:  P™P''"7  «'"  '^■°''--  -l  =»n,  he  that  biotteth  out  thy 
transgressions  for  mine  own  sake,  and  will  not  remember  thv 


f^^,  '^  f  P-  *^'''^-  ^°'  "■>■  "an'e's  sake  will  I  defer  mine 
anger,  and  for  my  praise  will  I  refrain  from  thee,"  says  Chap 
48:9;  and  for  mine  own  sake,  for  mine  own  sake,  will  I  do 
It,  says  the  eleventh  verse  of  the  same  chapter. 
♦  w..'°/^'f"P  '^  *"  attribute  of  the  divine  character,  I 
fW MTi  1  T^T'  "^'^  '°  *^  P™Pit'ated,  and,  therefore, 
Intl,  TW^  "'  ^^"^*-  "*'  "<"  "^«;<^sary  to  appease  his 
anger  That  is  a  conception  which,  though  very  old,  is  con- 
^t2  r-  1  '^^'^'""S  of  Scripture.  When  Wesley  in  his  com- 
tTh  Colossians  i:  14,  says,  "The  voluntary  passion  of  our 
Lord  appeased  the  Father's  wrath,"  and  in  his  comment  on 
I.  John  2:  2,  says  that  "the  wrath  of  God  is  appeased"  by  the 
atomng  sacrifice  of  Christ,  I  told  the  Libel  Smmittee,  what 
I  am  wilhng  to  tell  you,  that  those  comments  represent  the 
general  way  of  thmking  at  that  time,  but  not  the  true  historic 
meaning  of  those  passages.  In  reference  to  the  quotation  here 
made  from  Pope,  I  told  the  committee  what  I  am  also  pre- 
pared to  te  1  you,  that  I  regard  Dr.  Pope  as  teaching  in  accord- 
ance  with  traditional  theology,  and  not  in  accordance  with  a 
cntical  study  of  the  terms  of  the  New  Testament.  I  stand  bv 
t..e  doctnne  stated  in  my  book,  namely,  that  no  Scripture 
teaches  that  God  needs  to  be  appeased;  and  'he  Methodist 
limes,  paraphrasmg  my  language,  stands  on  the  same  ground 
It  is  a  misconception  to  hold  that  divine  justice  needs  to  be 
satisfied  by  an  outward  offering.  Divine  justice  is  satisfied 
when  we  comply  with  the  condition  of  divine  forgiveness  bv 
unitmg  ourselves  to  God  in  Christ.  S'veness,  oy 

It  is  also  a  misconception  to  hold  that  the  guilt  of  sin  is 
expiated  by  propitiating  the  divine  favor  bv  means  of  an 
external  object.  The  word  expiate  means  literally  to  atone 
tor  fully,  and  not  necessarily  to  appease;  so  that  when  the 
word  IS  used  of  sm,  it  should  be  used,  not  in  the  sense  of  making 
God  propitious  but  in  the  sense  of  making  satisfaction  or 
amends.  ,s  defined  in  my  dictionary  of  Synonyms,  expiation 
IS  the  endunngof  the  full  penaltv  of  a  wrong  or  crime  "With 
this  meamng  I  use  the  term  in  my  writings,  and  no  competent 
cntic  has  challenged  the  use  of  it.  With  this  meaning  I  teach 
in  my  book  that  the  sin  of  the  Israelite  nation  was  ,piated 
through  the  voluntary  endurance  by  the  loyal  Israelites  of  the 
chastisement  which  was  necessary,  not  to  render  God  pro- 
pitious, nor  to  influence  him  to  forgive  their  disloyal  brethren 
because  grace  is  one  of  His  attributes,  and  He  forgives  men 
solely  for  his  own  sake,  but  to  make  them  realize  their  guilt 
and  feel  their  need  of  forgiveness.  I  have  used  the  ter^  in 
Its  true  cntical  sense,  and  when  all  men  come  to  see  that  God 
does  not  need  to  be  propitiated  and  that  no  Scripture  passage 


teaches  that  he  does,  then  they  will  learn  to  use  the  word  as 
modem  writers  are  now  using  it.  The  New  Yoric  Independent 
stated  recently  that  "  an  expiatory  monument  to  the  memory 
of  Servetus"  had  just  been  erected.  Another  modem  writer 
says,  "Italy  has  expiated  with  centuries  of  slavery  the  crime 
of  having  conquered  the  world." 

In  my  exposition  of  the  Atonement,  I  have  simplv  tried 
to  get  unscriptural  ideas  out  of  the  doctrine,  or  to  correct  un- 
scriptural  theories  of  the  doctrine.  I  hold  that  the  death  of 
Christ  was  an  important  part  of  his  work,  but  that  his  death 
should  not  be  separated  from  his  life,  because  his  life  and  his 
death  were  a  unity.  In  harmony  with  that  statement,  I 
dictated  the  following  paragraph  to  mv  students  almost  two 
years  ago:— "Though  the  .Scriptures  do  not  teach  that  the 
death  of  Christ  had  any  objective  influence  on  God  {in  the 
sense  of  making  him  propitious,  I  mean),  they  do  teach  that 
his  death  was  an  important  part  of  his  revelative  and  redemp- 
tive work.  His  death  was  a  voluntary  self-sacrifice  in  obedi- 
ence to  the  divine  will,  by  which  obedience  he  exemplified  in 
a  pre-eminent  way  the  principle  of  vicarious  suffering — an 
all-embracing  principle,  inasmuch  as  the  law  of  denying  self 
is  fundamental  to  everything  else  in  Christian  Ufe." 

Moreover,  I  hold  with  the  venerable  Professor  Uelitzsch, 
the  greatest  and  devoutest  Old  Testament  commentator  of  his 
day,  that  sacrifice  is  not  a  divine  institution,  and  that  God  did 
not  command  sacrifice.  When  sacrifices  are  described  in  Scrip- 
ture as  having  been  commanded,  the  expression  represents  a 
fomi  of  speech.  According  to  the  teaching  of  the  Prophets  and 
Psalmists,  God  neither  required  nor  desired  them.  Speaking 
of  the  offering  of  sacrifices  to  Jehovah,  Jeremiah  lepresents 
Him  in  Chap,  vii:  31.  as  saying:  "I  commanded  them  not, 
neither  came  it  into  my  heart."  The  writer  of  the  fortieth 
Psalm  says,  "Sacrifice  and  offering  thou  didst  not  desire  (hast 
no  deUght  in) ;  burnt  offering  and  sin  offering  hast  t^-ou  not 
required."  The  writer  of  the  fiftv-first  Psalm  savs,  "Thou 
desirest  not  sacrifice :  else  would  I  give  it :  thou  delightest  not 
in  burnt  offering.  The  sacrifices  of  God  are  a  broken  spirit: 
a  broken  and  a  contrite  heart,  O  God,  thou  wilt  not  despise." 
But  while  I  hold  with  Delitzsch  that  sacrifice  is  not  a  divine 
institution,  I  teach  my  students  that  there  is  a  divine  element 
in  it.  By  so  teaching  I  mean  that  every  prompting  to  give 
something  to  the  deity  is  of  God,  but  that  the  form  the  offering 
takes  is  always  of  man. 

Furthermore,  I  hold  that  Jesus  died  for  our  sins  according 
to  the  Scriptures,  but  that  he  died  as  a  mediator,  not  as  a 
substitute,  for  neither  sin  nor  guilt  nor  moral  penalty  can  be 


transferred;  and  I  teach  that  His  mediation  was  necessary, 
not  to  make  God  willing  to  forgive,  but  to  shew  that  He,  being 
our  divine  Father,  is  as  willing  to  forgive  us  when  we  repent 
and  confess  as  an  earthly  father  is  to  forgive  his  child.  In 
Matthew  20:  j«,  where  Jesus  speaks  of  himself  as  "a  ransom," 
I  teach  that  the  word  ransom  is  used  svmbolicallv,  first,  he- 
cause  the  term  is  nowhere  in  Scripture  iised  of  Him  literally, 
nor  could  it  be  consistently  so  used.  As  a'n  illustration  of 
that  fact,  Isaiah  52:  3  represents  Jehovah  as  saying,  "Ye 
have  sold  yours'  ves  for  nought,  and  ye  shall  be  redeemed 
without  money."  God  redeems  men,  a<;  He  forgives  them,  on 
the  ground  of  his  compassionating  love.  I  teach  that  the  term 
is  there  used  symbolically,  secondly,  because  the  subject  Jesus 
was  then  discussingis  self-denying  service ;  and  the  context  shows 
thr  t  He  was  speaking,  not  of  something  given  to  God,  but  of 
something  done  for  men.  The  parallelism  of  the  verse  shows 
what  the  true  meaning  is.  A  more  expressive  translation 
would  read,  the  Son  of  Man  came  not  to  be  ministered  unlo, 
but  to  minister,  and  to  give  His  life  a  ministration  for  matjv; 
or  more  simply  still.  The  Son  of  Man  came  not  to  be  served, 
but  to  ser\e,  and  to  give  His  life  a  ser\'ice  for  manv. 

It  may  thus  be  seen  that  the  true  Sci.^itural  theory  of 
the  Atonement  is  what  may  be  called  the  Moral  Theory,  namely, 
that  reconciliation  to  C^A  is  owing  to  a  right  moral  relation, 
not  owing  to  anything  mechanical,  nor  to  a  mere  moral  influ- 
ence, and  that  a  man  gets  right  with  his  record  only  when, 
having  made  restitution  so  far  as  possible  for  his  wrongdoing, 
he  puts  himself  right  with  God  in  Christ.  In  substantial 
agreement  with  what  I  have  slated  respecting  several  subjects 
throughout  this  discussion,  I  wish  here  to  insert  some  remarks 
made  a  few  years  ago  by  Rev.  Chancellor  Burwash.  In  a 
lecture  on  The  Atonement,  as  reported  in  one  of  the  Toronto 
papers,  he  said:  "llo  man  was  damned  by  Adam's  sin,  eternal 
destiny  being  determined  by  the  man  himself.  Jesus  Christ 
did  not  so  prize  His  eqiiality  with  God  that  He  was  hindered 
from  becoming  a  man.  For  not  onlv  did  He  become  a  man, 
He  became  a  ser\ant,  obedient,  and  subject  to  the  penalty  of 
the  law.  He  did  not  suffer  the  penalty  of  individual  sin,  or 
of  the  individual  sins  of  any  man,  nor  the  penaltv  of  any  class 
of  men,  nor  the  equivalent  oi  them,  nor  the  anger  of  God. 
Christ  suffered  as  a  man,  no  more  and  no  less,  not  in  our  stead, 
but  in  our  behalf.  The  Atonement  was  an  act  of  infinite  love, 
sacredly  fulfilling  all  love.  The  accomplishment  was  tnie 
forgiveness,  the  bringing  of  the  sinner  back  into  the  heart  of 
God.  The  ransom  which  Christ  paid  was  in  behalf  of  all,  but 
it  did  not  take  the  place  of  all." 


I  shall  pay  no  attention  tn  the  unworthy  insinuation  in 
the  last  paragraph  of  this  section  with  regard  to  tne  Socinian 
or  Unitarian  Creed,  bccuuse  I  consider  it  irrelevant,  and  be- 
cause I  am  at  present  concerned  solely  with  the  interpretation 
of  the  Scriptures  and  the  defence  of  my  teaching.  I  am 
neither  a  Rationalist  nor  a  Sabellian,  nor  a  Socinian  nor  a 
Unitarian;  I  am  as  true  a  Trinitarian  as  was  the  apostle  Paul 
or  any  other  N'lw  Testament  apostle. 

Liasmuch,  however,  as  I  find  another  reference  to  the 
Virgin  Birth  in  the  immediately  preceding  paragraph,  I  wish 
to  add  a  few  sentences  to  what  I  have  already  stated.  When 
I  told  the  members  of  the  Libel  committee  that  I  believed 
with  Dean  Robinson  that  the  Virgin  Birth  is  not  "a  cardinal 
doctrine,"  and  with  Dr.  Beet  that  it  is  "no  essential  part  of 
Christian  Apologetic,"  I  expressed  agreement  with  two  of  the 
leading  evangelical  scholars  of  Great  Britain — the  one  a  dis- 
tinguished Anglican  historian,  the  ;<*'.ier  an  eminent  Methodist 
theologian;  and  I  understand  them  each  to  mean  that  Jesus 
was  Jesus  the  Saviour  of  men,  and  that  His  Gospel  is  the  power 
of  God  unto  salvation  to  everyone  that  believes,  irrespective 
of  his  origin  or  birth. 

Having  explained  and  defended  my  teaching,  I  have  still 
to  present  a  bnef  constructive  statement.  I  teach  the  divine 
inspiration  and  authority  of  ihe  sacred  Scriptures,  and  all  my 
exegetical  work  is  done  with  that  doctrine  before  my  mind. 
In  accordance  with  the  critical  interpretation  of  the  Scriptures 
and  in  harmony  with  all  evangelical  standards,  1  teach  the 
doctrine  of  an  essential  Trinity,  the  doctrine  of  the  divinity  or 
deity  of  Christ,  the  loctrine  of  Atonement  for  all  men  in 
Christ,  the  doctrine  of  His  mediatorial  mission,  the  doctrine 
of  His  sacrificial  ministry,  and  the  doctrine  of  His  redemptive 
work;  I  teach  also  the  (loctrine  of  Inherited  Depravity,  and 
the  doctrine  of  divine  forgiveness,  on  repentance  towards  God 
and  faith  towards  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ ;  I  teach  further  the 
doctrine  of  efficacious  prayer,  the  doctrine  of  divine  retribution 
and  the  doctrine  of  personal  immortality. 

In  conclusion,  Gentlemen,  I  ask  you  to  give  my  address 
a  thorough  and  impartial  consideration.  Restatements  of 
doctrine  are  being  urged  in  all  quarters,  by  many  conservative 
as  well  as  bv  many  progressive  theologians.  Dr.  Horton,  a 
distinguished  Congregational  minister  of  London,  stated  re- 
cently, "It  is  not  open  to  dispute  that  a  new  theology  is 
needed."  The  Methodist  Times  had  an  important  article  on 
the  restatement  of  Christian  doctrine  only  a  few  months 
ago.  All  ■  ich  statements  must  be  made,  if  made  Scriptur- 
ally,  in  accordance  with  Article  V.   of  our  Discipline,  which 

i6 


declares  that  "  the  Holy  Scriptures  contain  all  things  neces- 
sary to  salvation;  so  that  whatever  is  not  read  therein,  nor 
may  be  proved  thereby,  is  not  to  be  required  of  any  man 
that  it  should  be  believed  as  an  article  of  faith." 

I  have  here  given  you,  as  I  gave  my  Conference,  a  »iodest 
contribution  to  the  work  of  restating  doctrine.  My  statements 
of  doctrine  differ  from  traditional  statements  only  as  critical 
statements  differ  from  uncritical  statements.  There  is  not 
"a  wide  divergence"  between  them  and  the  standards  of  our 
Church,  nor  did  any  member  of  my  Conference  suggest  that 
there  was.  I  am  a  member  in  jood  standing  of  the  Montreal 
Conference,  and  I  am  just  as  truly  concerned  for  ptuity  of 
doctrine  as  is  any  other  minister  in  Methodism. 

I  am,  Gei.tlemen, 


Yours  respectfully, 

G.  C.  WORKMAN. 


